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A merit of the instant invention appears to be, for example, an inspection of 
patient's mouth for a radio-opacifier in order to check whether there is any left-over 
impression material or not as disclosed at page 12, lines 14-23. However, such step(s) 
is not claimed. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 14-18 and 20-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over 
Porter et al (US 2003/0036036 A1 ) in view of Bublewitz et al (US 2005/0239958 A1 ), 
and Jacob etal (US 6,342,187). 

Porter et al teach a method of impression taking during immediate loading 
technique as discussed in the previous office action. 

The instant invention further recites an aseptic, two-component polysiloxane 
composition containing radio-opacifying filler over Porter et al. However, said two- 
component polysiloxane impression taking composition is well known as taught by 
Bublewitz et al, [0048] - [0065} and examples wherein the instant viscosity is seen. 
Bublewitz et al also teach employing various reinforcing and non-reinforcing fillers 
including zinc oxide in [0112] - [0113] and [0116]. Said [0113] teaches the instant BET 
surface, and acids in said [0116] would meet the instant reticulating agent. 

Sterilization of devices and materials used in dental and medical practices by 
various methods such as X-ray is well known practice as taught by Jacob et al, col. 2. 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to sterilize said polysiloxane 
dental impression material containing zinc oxide and other filler of Bublewitz et al with 
X-ray of Jacob et al before use in immediate loading of Porter et al since sterilization of 
devices and materials used in dental and medical practices by various methods such as 
X-ray in order to prevent any infection to patients is well known practice, and further to 
use any art known impression taking material such as that of Bublewitz et al in Porter et 
al would be a prima fac/e obviousness and since use of zinc oxide in Bublewitz et al 
also would be a prima fac/'e obviousness since Bublewitz et al teach zinc oxide absent 
showing otherwise. 

Claims 14-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Porter et al 
(US 2003/0036036 A1 ) in view of Bublewitz et al (US 2005/0239958 A1 ), and Jacob et 
al (US 6,342,187), and further in view of Schwabe et al (US 4,965,295). 

The instant claim 19 further recites silicone oil over Bublewitz et al who teach 
mineral oil in example 6. Schwabe et al teach silicone oils as plasticizers at col. 3, lines 
7-16, and silicone oil is one of well known mineral oils. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to utilize said silicone oil of 
Schwabe et al in polysiloxane dental impression material containing zinc oxide and 
other filler of Bublewitz et al since silicone oil is one of well known mineral oils, and then 
to sterilize it with X-ray of Jacob et al before use in immediate loading of Porter et al 
since sterilization of devices and materials used in dental and medical practices by 
various methods such as X-ray in order to prevent any infection to patients is well 



Application/Control Number: 10/799,269 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1796 

known practice, and further to use any art known impression taking material such as 
that of Bublewitz et al in Porter et al would be a prima fac/'e obviousness and since use 
of zinc oxide in Bublewitz et al also would be a prima fac/'e obviousness since Bublewitz 
et al teach zinc oxide absent showing otherwise. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Tae H. Yoon whose telephone number is (571) 272-1 128. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Mon-Thu. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vasu Jagannathan can be reached on (571)272-1119. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Tae H Yoon 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1714 
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